Abstract-This study is an attempt to explore the extent people of Kermanshah use Kurdish and Persian languages. Three hundred eighty-four samples were chosen out of 840758 population (adopted from Cochran (Cochran, 1977) randomly. The subjects were selected in terms of gender (male of female), age group (Under 10, 11-16, 17-25, 65 to over), education (Illiterate, Primary, Secondary, High school, AD, BA, MA, or higher). The questionnaire is designed on the basis of Parasher pattern (1980). The selection of Kurdish and Persian languages were under study in six social contexts of "family, friendship, neighborhood, business, education, and office" into the four Licker Scale of "Always, Often, Sometimes, and Never". The collected data were analyzed via SPSS Software. The results showed that the differences in the use of Persian and Kurdish languages are statistically significant in terms of age, gender, and social context. However, the average use is not meaningful on the side of education.
I. INTRODUCTION
Language is the most important means of communication between humans and it is also the source of life and power in people. In fact, the most distinctive aspect of human species is language (Plog & Bates, 2004) . According to Wardhaugh (Wardhaugh, 2006) , Language is not an object to study but is what people use. Addressing the communicative function of language is to do with a sub-discipline of linguistics that is sociology of Language or sociolinguistics. Modarresi (Modarresi, 2011, pp. 32-35) believed that Sociology is a related discipline with that of Linguistics; and Sociolinguistics is one of the new domain of Linguistics. Wardhaugh (Wardhaugh, 2006 ) differentiated between these two concepts. He pointed that sociolinguistic study the linguistic elements as the primary issue in Language and Society researches while sociology of language is more dealt with the effective ways of political and social use of language.
Language change under the influence of intralanguage and interlanguage elements is of inherent characteristics of each language and dialect. Diverse social, political, cultural, and psychological elements are involved in the process of language change. Any language that is socially, politically, culturally, and scientifically prestigious is also highly used and is growing more in use while the local dialects and languages remain on the sideline and are influenced by the other languages (Ghanbari, 2011, pp. 121-147) .
There are various languages and dialects in Iran. Persian Language as the official language is increasingly spreading in all areas and thus reduces the use of other languages and dialects that are prevalent in this country such as Kurdish. This language in linguistic categorization of Iranian languages is placed in the North West branch. In this study, the attempt is made to have a comparative analysis on the "USE" of Kurdish and Persian languages in Kermanshah. As far as no comprehensive study has been made on the given area, the present one gets more significant. The extent of use is investigated both in formal and informal contexts to answer this question that "is there any difference in use of Kurdish and Persian languages in different gender, age, and education both in formal and informal contexts?" Language Selection is a sociolinguistic phenomenon. It means adopting any languages depends on different circumstances and goals (Rahman, 2008) . These days, one of the controversial issues drawing the attention of many scholars is bilingualism which is a common occurrence in all countries and it is estimated that half of the population of the world are bilingual (Grosjean, 2011, pp. 10-16) . The word 'bilingual' is referred to a person or society who can use two languages in their communications. Hence, bilingualism is discussed in two aspects: a) In individual aspect, we mean a person and b) in social aspect, we mean a society (Modarresi, 2011, p. 46) There are various definitions for bilingual people offered by linguists. Bialystok (Bialystok, 2003, p.6 ) attributed different reasons for children to become bilingual such as immigration, education, extended family, temporary accommodation in another country or moving to a new country. According to this, education as an official beginning of literacy in countries where in the official language is different from the mother tongue of the people, especially the children, bilingualism is then inevitable. In countries such as Iran which has many ethnics with their different languages, the main method of bilingualism is through formal education system of the country.
There are various reasons for individual bilingualism. Fabbro (Fabbro, 1999) divided bilingualism into three categories of Compound Bilingualism in which the parents speak in two languages and their children learn the second language from them; the Coordinate Bilingualism in which the second language is learnt before the puberty in the family or any other places; And the Late Bilingualism in which the person learns the second language after puberty. Lambert considers bilingualism as two types of Subtractive and Additive.
He uses the additive bilingualism when the child's first language is socially predominant and has a social value and is not in danger extinction of being replaced with the second language. In his idea, the subtractive bilingualism happens when the first language that is in minority and has a lower social class is replaced with the second language in children (Khadivi, 2009, p. 14) . A bilingual society has more than two languages as accepted formal ones but only one of them is considered official language of the country (Romaine, 1994) . As a result, we can consider Iran a bilingual country and the people have to use an official language i.e. Persian in order to communicate with each other.
Parasher (Parasher, 1980) investigated the use of Indian and English Languages in India among three hundred and fifty participants in the six domains of family, friendship, neighborhood, business, education, and office. He used a questionnaire for gathering the data. The questionnaire contained the frequency adverbs of always, Usually, Sometimes, Often and Never. Given the participants' performances in different fields, he showed that they speak English in formal context like business, education and in the office and speak Indian in informal context like family, friendship and neighborhood.
Fasold (Fasold, 1987 ) conducted a research on the change of the language of Tewa Indian in New Mexico who were bilingual. The results showed that English was adopted instead of Spanish but the native language of Tewa was still spoken there. In other words, Spanish as the second language was transferred to English. Accordingly, the younger people are more interested in using English and would talk to the foreigners in English language. Torto (Torto, 2012 , pp. 82-1576) did a research on the monolingualism and bilingualism in Keepkut University amongst the employees, students and the professors. He found that men more than women, tertiary students more than the other levels and people aged 20-24 use the second language more than the other groups.
Korani ( He analyzed the use of Baloch Language at home, workplace, education, business, entertainment and social media. The results showed that Baloch language is used in Central Balochestan in every given area. Persian as the second language is used in the cities in most of the situations except at homes and neighborhoods.
Imani (Imani, 2004 ) studied the use of Persian and Turkish languages in Qom. It indicated that in more formal situations, the frequency of Turkish language use reduced and the tendency turned to Persian.
Ahmadkhani et al., (Ahmadkhani et al., 2012) worked on the position and use of Persian and Kurdish languages (Fili) among the bilingual people in the city of Shrivan Chardavol. He came to the conclusion that different age groups with various educational levels tend to speak Persian in more formal situations and speak Kurdish in informal contexts. The results also proved that in different educational levels, there exists a difference in the frequency of Kurdish language use. In different educational levels, Persian Language use is not used the same. Educated people use both languages in different situations.
This study seeks to explore the extent people of Kermanshah use Kurdish and Persian languages. Four Hypothesis is proposed to take the helm of the present study that are:1) women use Persian Language more than men, 2) younger people use Persian Language more than older ones, 3) educated people are more interested in using Persian language,4) Kurdish is mostly used in informal context while Persian is used in formal contexts.
II. MATERIAL
The research has been conducted in Kermanshah in 2014. The population of Kermanshah is 840758 based on what Iran's Statistics Center provided us with; Three hundred and eighty-four people were chosen as the research sample (on the basis of Chokaran technique of sampling). Three hundred eighty-four subjects were chosen randomly from Kermanshah in terms of gender (Female, Male), age (under 10, 11-16, 17-25, 26-65, over 65), and education (Illiterate, Primary, Secondary, High School, AD, BA, MA, or higher).
III. INSTRUMENTATION
In this study, the data were collected from the questionnaire that is adopted from Parashare research (Parashare, 1980) that has been modified for the given subjects here. The questionnaire consists of thirty-six items through which six social contexts -family, friendship, neighborhood, business, education, and office were investigated. These areas were graded from formal to informal using four-item Likert Scale of "always, often, sometimes, never". Six questions were defined for each social area that are of two sections of Persian and Kurdish. The subjects were asked to have their answers on both Persian and Kurdish aspects. The data were then analyzed by SPSS software. SPSS and Excel were both used for data analysis. The independent variables are gender, age, educational level, context while the dependent
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one is just Language Use of the subjects. The responses were all checked out in various areas. The differences in use of Persian and Kurdish languages were illustrated.
IV. DATA COLLECTION PROCEDURES
Gender: The 1 st independent Variable The researchers were interested to know the gender differences of Kurdish and Persian Language Use in various areas.
Family context
As you can see in the table 1, there is a significant difference between Persian and Kurdish language Use in family context in terms of gender (p-value > 0/05). Upon the data, the index average of Family in women is thirty while it is ten in men that it means the more use of Persian Language among the women. The number for the Kurdish Language Use goes 12 for men and 10 for women; men outperformed women in this context. 
Friendship context
The results showed that there is a significant difference between Language Use in friendship area in terms of gender (p-value > 0/05). The index average in this case for women is 18/8979 while for men is 17/349. We can safely conclude that the index average of friendship in Persian Language is higher in women. In Kurdish language, the average index for women is 10/9064 and for men is 12/5839. Thus, Kurdish Language Use is higher in men. 
Neighbourhood
The results showed that there is a significant difference between Language Use in neighborhood in terms of gender (p-value > 0/05). The index average in this case for women is 18/2618 while for men is 16/651. Thus, the index average of neighborhood in Persian Language is higher in women. In Kurdish language, the average index for women is 10/9274 and for men is 12/302. Thus, Kurdish Language Use is higher in men. 
Business Context
The results showed that there is a significant difference between Language Use in business context in terms of gender (p-value > 0/05). The index average of business in women for Persian language use is 22/5319 while it is 19/6913 in men that it means the more use of Persian Language among the women. The number for the Kurdish Language Use goes 10/0872 for men and 8/1574 for women; men topped women in this area. 
Education Context
The results showed that there is a significant difference between Language Use in education context in terms of gender (p-value > 0/05). The index average for women is 23/349 while for men is 20/6426. It is concluded that the index average of education in Persian Language is higher in women. In Kurdish Language, the average index for women is 8/3756 and for men is 9/9489. Thus, Kurdish Language Use is higher in men. 
Office Context
The results showed that there is a significant difference between Language Use in office context in terms of gender (p-value > 0/05). The index average for women in Persian Language is 19/6045 while for men is 14/2482. It is concluded that the index average of education in Persian Language is higher in women. In Kurdish language, the average index for women is 6/9214 and for men is 7/9955. Thus, Kurdish Language Use is higher in men. Based on what is seen in table 7, there is a significant difference with ninety-five percent confidence between Kurdish Language Use in the selected six contexts among different age groups. Results indicate the penetration and high use of Persian Language in family and in younger people. This means Kurdish is less used in younger people. In the other contexts, there is also the dominance of Persian Language over Kurdish. The results all showed a significant difference between different age groups.
Education Context
The main question here is the extent of Kurdish and Persian Language Use in comparison with education? 
Friendship context
The test shows that there is a significant difference between the average of Kurdish and Persian Language Use (pvalue > 0/05). This is indicative of the index average of friendship in Persian that is higher compared to the family part. 
Neighborhood context
There exist a meaningful difference between the average of Persian and Kurdish Language Use at 0.05 (pvalue>0/05). The paired-sample T-test shows the Persian Language Use in neighborhood is higher on average. The extent of Persian Language Use is less than friendship but higher than family area. 
Business context
The results show that there exist a significant difference between the average Use of Persian and Kurdish Languages (p-value > 0/05). The average index of business in higher in Persian as it is shown in the table. 
Education context
There is a significant difference between the average use of Persian and Kurdish languages at p-value of > 0/05. The results show that the index average is higher in Persian langue. In this part, the highest difference is marked between Persian and Kurdish Language Use. relationship between the educational level and language use in different contexts and there is no significance between the six social contexts and the level of education in speaking a language. In all social context of family, friendship, neighbourhood, business, education and office, the use of Persian is more than Kurdish and people speak Persian in more formal situations that Kurdish. Moreover, the use of the formal language is increasing and the local language is being deteriorated. Any language has gone through a long journey of time and effort to get to its present condition and is thus the heritage of many signs of its old speakers and carries a lot of cultures in its vocabulary to be transferred to the next generations. It is not praiseworthy to forget a language and stop teaching it to the next generation. Language Planning is to be implemented to survive the local language. There must be something done to avoid language death in order to stop it from melting into the official language.
